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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's Amendment filed 06/07/07 has been entered and carefully 
considered. Claims 1, 18 and 25 have been amended. However, the limitations 
of the amended claims have not been found to be patentable over prior art of 
record, therefore, claims 1-6, 9-23 and 25-28 remain rejected under the same 
ground of rejection as set forth in the Office Action mailed (03/07/07). 

Claim Objections 

Claims 18-23 and 25-28 appear to be directed to software per se that are 
considered non-statutory. It is believed that applicant intends to claim a 
statutory system. Applicant is suggested to change a "computer readable 
media" to a "computer storage media". 

Corrections are required to place these claims in one of the four 
categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

Claims 1-6, 9-23 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 

anticipated by Toub et al. [US. 6,674,450]. 

As per independent claims 1 and 25, Toub et al. teach using dynamic 
hypertext markup language (DHTML) with a behavior component that enhances 
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an element's initial behavior, a method of synchronously binding the behavior 
component to the element in order to prevent the behavior from being detached 
there from and to promote predictability (column 2, lines 33-62); 
receiving at a browser application a page for processing and displaying one or 
more elements (column 2, lines 33-55); 

upon an initial automatic parsing of the page (column 5, lines 45-51, processing 
from within the page an import instruction that links implementation of an 
element behavior with the one or more elements of the page (column 4, lines 
30-62), wherein the element behavior is a DHTML component that 
encapsulates specific functionality or behavior on the page (column 5, lines 1- 
35); and modifying an initial behavior of the one or more elements within the 
page by instantiating an instance of the element behavior component in 
accordance with the import instruction when a part of the page corresponding 
thereto is parsed by the browser (column 7, lines 10-37), which synchronously 
binds the element behavior component to the one or more elements (column 4, 
line 63 through column 5, line 35 and column 6, lines 60-67). 
As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Toub et al. teach the element 
being associated with a namespace in the page (column 4, lines 30-62). 
As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, Toub et al. teach the element 
behavior component comprising a name for creating a custom element that may 
be linked to the behavior component, and a syntax for the element comprising a 
reference to the name (column 4, lines 30-62). 
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As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 3, it would have been inherent in 
Toub's HTML/Web system that the syntax for the element further comprising a 
reference to the namespace. 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1 , Toub et al. teach the element 
behavior component comprising a name or creating a custom element that may 
be linked to the behavior component, and a syntax for the element comprises a 
reference to the name (column 5, lines 35-65). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1 , since the element behavior 
component, which is injected into the HTML code, is written in Java script, it 
would have been inherent in Toub's system that the behavior component is 
instantiated in accordance with a thread, and the import instruction causing at 
least one other thread to cease while instantiating the behavior component 
(column 5, lines 1-35). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 1 , Toub et al. teach the element 
behavior component comprising content, and instantiating the behavior 
component comprising inserting the content into the page (column 6, lines 35- 
61). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, Toub et al. teach processing 
the page comprising interpreting the page including creating a document 
structure, wherein instantiating the instance of the element behavior component 
comprising creating a document fragment including content, and wherein 
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inserting the content into the page comprises inserting the document fragment 
into the document structure (column 7, lines 1 1-38). ; 
As per claim 1 1 , which is dependent on claim 1 , it is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 10. 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1 , Toub et al. teach processing 
the page comprising interpreting the page including creating a document 
structure, and instantiating the instance of the element behavior component 
comprising, creating a document fragment; and maintaining the document 
fragment separate from the document structure (column 7, lines 1 1-38). 
As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 12, it would have been inherent 
in Toub's system that the element comprises a pointer to the document 
fragment. 

As per claims 14 and 15, which are dependent on claims 13 and 14 
respectively, Toub et al. teach the document fragment comprising content, and 
interpreting the page comprising inserting the content into the page, inserting 
the content into the page comprising inserting the content into a position 
corresponding to a location of the element in the page (column 5, lines 1-35). 
As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 1 , Toub et al. teach the element 
behavior component comprising script (column 6, lines 10-35). 
As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 16, Toub et al. teach the element 
behavior component comprising an HTC file (column 6, lines 10-53). 
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As per independent claim 18, it is rejected under the same rationale as claims 
1 and 12. 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 18, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 13. 

As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 19, Toub et al. teach processing 
the page comprising applying the behavior or functionality of the element 
behavior component to the element (column 5, lines 1-35). 
As per claim 21 , which is dependent on claim 1 9, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 14. 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 21 , it is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 15. 

As per claim 23, which is dependent on claim 18, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 14. 

As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 25, Toub et al. teach the element 
behavior component comprising an instruction component configured such that 
during the parsing of the page, static content within the element being not 
parsed (column 6, line 62 through column 7, line 11). 
As per claims 27 and 28, which are dependent on claims 26 and 27 
respectively, Toub et al. teach an executable file for accessing the content 
within the element, executable file comprising scripts (column 2, lines 33-63). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant has argued that Toub does not teach or suggest "upon an initial 
automatic parsing of the page, processing from within the page an import 
instruction that links implementation of an element behavior with element(s) of 
the page, wherein the element behavior is a DHTML component that 
encapsulates specific functionality or behavior on the page." 
However the examiner respectfully disagrees because Toub teach the step of 
upon an initial automatic parsing of the page, processing from within the page 
at page 5, lines 35-51 that cites "This code uses the "event model" within a 
standard browser. The event model supports DHTML user trap actions (event) 
within the interactive data-bound control, so that the user actions can be 
translated into a performed operation. When an event occurs, the handler for 
that event is called by the standard browser. Within the handler, checks are 
made to determine which element within the interactive data-bound control 
invoked the event (i.e., modifying a task, scrolling, drilling down, etc.). The 
present state of the interactive data-bound control is assessed, and, then, the 
code is executed to effect changes in the layout of the control as appropriated 
to reflect the user actions.". Once the user requests to modify a task (read 
"when an event occurs", page 5, lines 43-44), the handler for that event is called 
by the standard browser (read "upon parsing the web page"). As soon as the 
web page parses, the step of "checking are made to determine with element 
within the interactive data-bound control invoke the event" is initialized. It is 



Application/Control Number: 09/677,445 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2179 

clear that upon parsing the web page, the element behavior is initialized as 
soon as it has been downloaded and parsed and the element behavior 
synchronously binds to the elements within a Web page. 
Applicant also argued that Toub fails to teach modifying an initial behavior or 
default behavior of the element(s) within the page. However, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees on the argument. Applicant's attention is directed to 
column 5, lines 48-55 which cited "The present state of the interactive data- 
bound control is assessed, and, then, the code is executed to effect changes in 
the layout of the control as appropriate to reflect the user actions. It is clear that 
the layout of the control is changed when the handler for the event is called by 
the standard browser. 



Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Weilun Lo, can be reached at 571-272-4847. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 
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